
2004/G438

Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G438



2004/G145

G145-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G359

G359-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G010

G010-1
Section 4.2.7.6 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix
C1) contain information on public safety impacts from various
incidents at the FSRU. The analysis indicates that the maximum
impact distance of an accident would involve a vapor cloud
dispersion extending 6.3 nautical miles (7.3 miles) from the FSRU.
The FSRU would be located approximately 12.01 nautical miles
(13.83 miles) offshore; therefore, consequences of an accident
involving LNG transport by carrier and storage on the FSRU would
extend no closer than 5.7 nautical miles (6.5 miles) from the
shoreline. Figure ES-1 depicts the consequence distances
surrounding the FSRU location for worst credible events.

G010-2
Section 4.7.4 contains information on this topic under Impacts
BioMar-3 and -5.



2004/G501

G501-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

G501-2
Sections 4.2.2, 4.2.6.1, 4.2.7.6 and Appendix C contain information
on public safety, including the potential threat of a terrorist attack.

G501-3
Sections 4.7.4 and 4.8.4 discuss this topic.

G501-4
Section 4.4 and Appendix F contain information on visual
resources, impacts, and mitigation. Appendix F describes how
visibility from various distances was evaluated and provides
additional simulations prepared for viewpoints at elevated sites
along the Malibu coastline and inland areas.



2004/G008

G008-1
Section 4.2.5 contains information on liability in case of an accident
and reimbursement for local agencies.

G008-2
Section 4.2.5 contains information on the Applicant's insurance
coverage and cost recovery for incidents.

G008-3
Section 4.2.5 contains information on the Applicant's insurance
coverage and cost recovery for incidents.

G008-4
Section 4.2.5 contains information on the Applicant's insurance
coverage and cost recovery for incidents.

G008-5
Section 4.16.1.2 contains revised text on this topic.

G008-6
Section 4.2 and the Independent Risk Assessment (see Appendix
C1) contain information on this topic.



2004/G398

G398-1
Section 4.2.5 contains information on the Applicant's insurance
coverage and cost recovery for incidents.



2004/G237

G237-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G028

G028-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G352

G352-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G236

G236-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G502

G502-1
Section 4.2.6.1 provides a frequency analysis of an accidental or
intentional event.



2004/G502

G502-2
Section 4.11.4 discusses seismic impacts and mitigation.

The El Paso Natural Gas pipeline accident in 2000 near Carlsbad,
New Mexico, was one of several that prompted the DOT PHMSA
Office of Pipeline Safety to promulgate additional safety
requirements for pipelines routed near more densely populated
areas (see 49 CFR 192, Subpart O). These requirements are
applicable to many locations along the proposed and alternative
pipeline routes for the proposed Project.

G502-3
Sections 4.2.2, 4.2.6.1, 4.2.7.6 and Appendix C contain information
on the public safety, including the potential threat of a terrorist
attack on the FSRU. Section 4.2.8 discusses the consequences of
pipeline accidents, which would be similar to those resulting from a
terrorist attack on the pipeline.

G502-4
Section 4.11 discusses geologic resources and hazards. Section
4.11.1.2 discusses earthquake faults and seismicity. Section 4.11.4
discusses geological impacts and mitigation.



2004/G439

G439-1
The Independent Risk Assessment (IRA) has been updated since
issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. The lead agencies
directed preparation of the current IRA and Sandia National
Laboratories independently reviewed it, as discussed in Section 4.2
and Appendix C. Section 4.2, Appendix C1, and Appendix C2
contain additional information on this topic.

As stated in Section 4.2.7.6, "The site-specific IRA completed in
support of this document applies only to the proposed Project
FSRU at its proposed offshore location. The results and
conclusions from that assessment do not apply to any other
offshore or onshore LNG import and regasification facility."

G439-2
Section 4.2 contains revised text on public safety issues associated
with the proposed Project. It does not analyze or draw conclusions
about the safety of onshore LNG facilities. The U.S. Department of
Energy's Sandia National Laboratories assisted in the definition of
worst credible release scenarios and concurred with the definition
of worst credible release scenarios. See Appendix C2.

G439-3
As indicated in Section 4.6.2, the natural gas imported by the
proposed Project would need to meet the requirements of Rule 30
and General Order 58-A of the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) or it could not be accepted for distribution by
SoCalGas. Rule 30, as described, has specific requirements,
including a heating value range.

Section 4.6.2 contains additional information on the regulatory
setting affecting air quality and a revised discussion of the heating
value of imported natural gas that incorporates the recent
rulemaking by the CPUC. An analysis of the impacts of the CPUC
rulemaking is beyond the scope of this document as required by
NEPA and the CEQA.

G439-4
Table 4.2-2 and Sections 4.2.6.1 and 4.2.7.6 contain information on
the threat of terrorist attacks.

G439-5
Sections 2.2.4, 4.3.1.4, and 4.3.4 address the size of the safety
zone, how it would be established, and the potential impacts on
marine traffic. The FSRU would be able to rotate 360° around the
mooring turret. The safety zone would extend 500 m from the circle
formed by the FSRU's stern, the outer edge of the facility, rotating



around the mooring turret. See Figure 4.3-4 for an illustration of the
potential safety zone and area to be avoided. The safety zone
could not be made any larger because its size is governed by
international law. Unauthorized vessels are restricted from entering
a safety zone without explicit approval of the DWP operator. Failure
to comply constitutes a violation of Federal regulation.

G439-6
NEPA does not require "worst-case analysis" but does require the
agency to prepare a summary of existing relevant and credible
scientific evidence and an evaluation of adverse impacts based on
generally accepted scientific approaches or research methods.
However, the Independent Risk Assessment (IRA) (Appendix C1)
defines and evaluates representative worst credible cases
(scenarios of events that would lead to the most serious potential
impacts on public safety). These included accidents that would
affect one, two, or all three tanks of the FSRU.

As shown in Tables 4.2-1, 4.2-2, 4.2-7, and 4.2-8, the release of the
contents of all three tanks (the entire contents of the FSRU and an
attending LNG carrier) is addressed in the escalation scenario
associated with a large intentional event. Section 4.2.7.6 contains
additional information on how intentional events are addressed.
Although the 2006 U.S. Department of Energy's Sandia National
Laboratories third-party technical review of the 2004 IRA found that
the three-tank simultaneous release (a massive LNG release in a
short time period) was not credible, Sandia recommended the
consideration of a cascading (escalation) three-tank scenario.

G439-7
Section 4.2.6.1 describes the frequency analysis and Appendix C1
provides estimated frequencies for the scenarios analyzed.

2004/G439



2004/G439

G439-8
The Independent Risk Assessment (IRA) has been updated since
issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. The lead agencies
directed preparation of the current IRA, and the U.S. Department of
Energy's Sandia National Laboratories independently reviewed it,
as discussed in Section 4.2 and Appendix C.

Section 4.2.7.6 and the IRA (Appendix C1) discuss the models and
assumptions used and the verification process. Sandia National
Laboratories (Appendix C2) concluded that the models used were
appropriate and produced valid results.

G439-9
See the response to Comment G439-6.

G439-10
See the response to Comment G439-1.

G439-11
Section 4.2 contains revised information. As shown on Table 4.2-1,
the time for maximum distance for a release includes both
dispersion and evaporation. Section 2.3.4 and Figure 2.2 of the IRA
(see Appendix C1) contain additional information on this topic.

G439-12
Section 4.2.7.6 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix
C1) contain information on public safety impacts from various
incidents at the FSRU. The analysis indicates that the maximum
impact distance of an accident would involve a vapor cloud
dispersion extending 6.3 nautical miles (7.3 miles) from the FSRU.
The FSRU would be located approximately 12.01 nautical miles
(13.83 miles) offshore; therefore, consequences of an accident
involving LNG transport by carrier and storage on the FSRU would
extend no closer than 5.7 nautical miles (6.5 miles) from the
shoreline. Figure ES-1 depicts the consequence distances
surrounding the FSRU location for worst credible events.



2004/G439

G439-13
Section 3.3.9.2 contains information on this topic: "...MARAD does
not have a predisposition toward any of the alternative LNG storage
technologies… MARAD believes that any of these technologies can
be acceptable…[T]he USCG will review, approve, and comment on
all plans and specifications…"

G439-14
Section 2.2.2.2 clarifies that diesel would be stored in tanks within
the double-hulled FSRU, providing secondary containment.

G439-15
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G353

G353-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G301

G301-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G311

G311-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G440

Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G007

G007-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G503

G503-1
Section 1.1 discusses Federal and State jurisdiction for the
deepwater port and associated infrastructure.



2004/G504

G504-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

Section 4.2.8 contains information on safety requirements for
pipelines. Section 4.13.1 discusses the proximity of the proposed
pipeline routes to residences and schools.



2004/G538

G538-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

G538-2
Section 3.3.7 contains information on the specific California
locations considered in the alternatives analysis. The deepwater
port would be 12.01 nautical miles (13.83 miles) offshore, as shown
on Figure ES-1.



2004/G032

G032-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G031

G031-1
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.



2004/G011

G011-1
Section 1.2.3 contains updated information on natural gas needs in
California. Forecast information has been obtained from the
California Energy Commission.

G011-2
All deepwater port applications fall under the jurisdiction of the
Deepwater Port Act. The Deepwater Port Act requires that a
decision on the application is made within 330 days of the
publication of the Notice of Application in the Federal Register. The
Notice of Application for the Cabrillo Port Project was published in
the Federal Register on January 27, 2004.

However, the project has been modified and extensive additional
information was added to the March 2006 Revised Draft EIR, which
was recirculated for an additional 60 day review period. Section
1.4.1 contains additional information on this topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. The public will also have the opportunity to comment at a
series of final public hearings, including a final public hearing
conducted by MARAD and USCG with an associated comment
period and hearings by the California State Lands Commission and
the California Coastal Commission. Comments received will be
evaluated before the final decision is made regarding the proposed
Project.



2004/G190

G190-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G266

G266-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G182

G182-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G414

G414-1
The notices for the public meetings and the information provided at
the public meetings indicated that commenters would speak in the
order that their requests were received, after elected officials and
representatives of government agencies were heard. We regret that
you were unable to stay at the meeting to provide oral testimony;
however, your submitted written comment carries the same weight
as any oral comments provided at public hearings.

G414-2
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G528

G528-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

The EIS/EIR identifies potential adverse environmental effects of
the proposed Project. The mitigation measures identified in Chapter
6 are designed to minimize or avoid potential environmental
impacts from the construction or operation of the proposed Project.
In order to receive a license from the Maritime Administration and a
lease from the California State Lands Commission, the Applicant
must agree to implement the mitigation measures identified in the
EIS/EIR and any other conditions that may be specified in the
license and/or lease.



2004/G184

G184-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G265

G265-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G238

G238-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G006

G006-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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